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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election 26-47 in the reply filed on 2/17/2006 is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
- pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 26-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. In particular, the above claims are related to newly added claimed subject matter for 
preliminary amendment filed 5/19/2005. Applicant provided no support for the above newly 
added limitations in the preliminary amendment. As such, for applicant's claims 26-35 and 
claim 26 in particular, no support was found for the further limitation of in response (to a server 
receiving a call establishment message), causing retrieval of information stored in the first 
device. In particular, applicant's specification at page 5, second full paragraph and withdrawn 
claim 7 teach retrieving caller information from a data store on the first device but does not 
further teach retrieving the information in response to a call establishment message. In 
particular, the above-cited sections teach away from the newly added claim limitation since the 
call establishment message uses the retrieved information. Applicant's figure 6 and pages 13-14 
further support that the call establishment message is sent after the call information is retrieved 
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since step 216 occurs after step 210. In addition, applicant's specification at first foil paragraph 
of page 10 (and last paragraph of page 10) teaches retrieving information from the location 
server 58 and database 57 (and not a first device). The paragraph at the bottom of applicant's 
specification at page 9 teaches that caller information may be written by the server 56 or calling 
end-point 50 during or after a call but does not further teach retrieving information and is also 
further silent or deficient to retrieving in response to a call establishment message. Thus the 
above-cited sections also do not cure the above-mentioned claim limitation with respect to 
retrieving information. In addition, for claim 29, the further limitation of transmitting an address 
of the web server to the first device is further not supported by applicant's specification. In 
particular, applicant's specification teaches transmitting the address of the second device and not 
the address of the web server, see e.g., applicant's specification at first full paragraph on page 10. 
Claims 27-35 are rejected for depending on rejected claim 26. Claims 36-44 are also rejected 
for the same reason as rejected claim 26 above with respect to the further limitation of in 
response, transmits an address of the second server to the first device for causing retrieval of 
information stored in the first device. In addition, the further limitation of transmitting an address 
of the second server to the first device is further not supported by applicant's specification. In 
particular, applicant's specification teaches transmitting the address of the second device and not 
the address of the second server, see e.g., applicant's specification at first full paragraph on page 
10. As such, for applicant's claims 45-47 and in particular for claim 45, no support was found 
for a server coupled to the user device that hosts a web site. In particular, applicant's 
specification at the second full paragraph on page 9 references sending a call initiation message 
(i.e., SIP INVITE) that may contain caller information that is associated with a web site domain. 
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No further evidence is provided that supports a server that hosts a web site where the server is 
coupled to the user device. Furthermore, the following limitation of a SIP server that initiates an 
outbound call to the user device in response to user interactions with the website is not further 
supported in the above cited paragraph. Furthermore, applicant's specification at page 13 also 
does not cure the above-mentioned deficiencies. In particular, page 13 clarifies that the browser 
is resident at the calling end-point but is silent or deficient as to the further location of the web 
server. The examiner would like to further point out that it appears that the location server is not 
a web server, see applicant's specification at e.g., bottom of page 8, bottom of page 12 and top of 
page 13 since a location server does not contain attributes of a web server. Claims 46 and 47 are 
further rejected for depending on claim 45. Claims 29-33 are also rejected based on a similar 
rejection for claim 45. In particular, applicant's specification does not appear to further teach a 
web server coupled to the server. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 29-33, 36-44 and 45-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. In particular, claims 29-33 are rejected since for claim 29 the 
term "web server" was not found in applicant's specification. Please point out any logical 
equivalents to "web server" in the specification. Claim 30 is further rejected since the term 
"hypertext markup language link" (or HTML) was not found in applicant's specification. Please 
point out any logical equivalents to "hyperteixt markup language link" in the specification. 



» 
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Claims 30 and 31 are further rejected since the term "the address" lacks proper antecedent basis. 
Please clarify which limitation references the address (i.e., parent claim 26 recites an address of 
the second device and parent claim 29 recites an address of the web server). Claims 36-44 are 
rejected since for claim 36 the term "the server" at line 5 lacks proper antecedent basis. Please 
clarify whether "the server" is the first server or the second server. Claim 36 is further rejected 
since the term "the address" at line 6 lacks proper antecedent basis since it is unclear whether the 
above term refers to an address of the second server or and address of the second device as 
recited in the claim. Claim 39 is further rejected since the term "hypertext markup language 
link" (or HTML) was not found in applicant's specification. Please point out any logical 
equivalents to "hypertext markup language link" in the specification. Claims 39 and 40 are 
further rejected since the term "the address" lacks proper antecedent basis. Please clarify which 
limitation references the address (i.e., parent claim 36 recites an address of the second server and 
an address of the second device). Claims 45-47 are rejected since for claim 45 the term "server 
hosting a web site" was not found in applicant's specification. Please point out any logical 
equivalents to "a server hosting a web site" in the specification. 

6. Claims 36-44 are rejected as failing to define the invention in the manner required by 35 
U.S. 1 12, second paragraph. 

In particular, claim 36 is narrative in form and replete with indefinite and functional or 
operational language. The structure which goes to make up the device must be clearly and 
positively specified. The structure must be organized and correlated in such a manner as to 
present a complete operative device. Please rewrite claim 36 in similar format as e.g., claim 26. 
Claims 37-44 are rejected for depending on claim 36. 
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The claim(s) are narrative in form and replete with indefinite and functional or 
operational language. The structure which goes to make up the device must be clearly and 
positively specified. The structure must be organized and correlated in such a manner as to 
present a complete operative device. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 26-28, 36-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,744,759 Bl to Sidhu et at. ("Sidhu"). 

As to claim 26, see e.g., figure 2a where a first device is user A 208a and second 
device is user b 218a and a server is part of the local telephony connection server 150a. 
Thus the server is operative between the first device and the second device as illustrated 
by the figure. The first device transmits a call establishment message as a SIP INVITE 
message, see e.g., column 13, lines 19-46. The server further determines an address of 
the second device based on the retrieved information and uses the address for routing the 
SIP session to the second device as part of the SIP protocol, see e.g., column 13, lines 4- 
60 and column 16, line 66 - column 17, line 8. In particular, the information provided in 
the SIP INVITE protocol (retrieval of information from a first device) is used to perform 
a database lookup of users B's destination address in database 152b. In addition, 
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information is further retrieved from information stored in the first device with respect to 
a registration request message, see e.g., columns 13-14. For example, the SIP INVITE 
message contains the SIP URJL obtained from the redirect server where a database lookup 
is then performed based on the SIP information which was retrieved from the first device 
via the redirect server to determine the destination. 

As to claims 27-28, see e.g., table A in columns 14-15 which contains 
information that reads on information gathered about a user of the first device and 
interactions of a user with a particular web site. 

As to claim 36, see similar rejection to claim 26. In addition, a second server is 
taught as a redirect server, proxy server, or registrar server, see e.g., column 13, lines 6- 
17. 

As to claim 37, see similar rejection to claim 27. 
As to claim 38, see similar rejection to claim 28. 

As to claim 39, Sidhu further teaches SIP-URLs which is HTML, see e.g., column 
13, lines 19-31. • ' 

As to claim 40, Sidhu teaches transmitting SIP messages, see e.g., column 13, 
lines 19-3 1 where the SIP message is either the SIP INVITE or the SIP register message. 

As to claims 41-42, see similar rejection to claim 36 with respect to a second 
server where the information is contained in the SEP message. 

As to claim 43, Sidhu teaches storing the information in the database which is 
used for future calls, see e.g., column 16, lines 36-39. 
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As to claim 44, the local telephony connect server 150a transfers the call to the 
end user (e.g., user B) after performing the lookup in the database, see e.g., column 13, 
lines 1-4. 

Claim Rejections > 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 29-35 and 45-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 6,744,759 Bl to Sidhu et al ("Sidhu") in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,612,899 Bl 
to Sollee etaL ("Sollee"). 

As such to claim 29, Sidhu discloses a telephony connections server 150a (i.e., a 
redirect server, proxy server, and registrar server) but may not expressly teach that the 
telephony connections server is a web server, see e.g., column 13, lines 4-16 thus meeting 
the further limitation of a web server coupled to the server. However, Sidhu does teach 
that the above servers may be coupled to each other. In addition, Sidhu teaches that web 
based applications can be used, see e.g., column 16, lines 9-25. 

Sollee teaches the further recited limitation above at e.g., column 5, lines 30-45. 

The proposed modification of the above-applied reference(s) necessary to arrive 
at the claimed subject matter would be to modify telephony connections server 150a by 
further including a web server. 
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As such, examiner notes that it would have been obvious to one skilled in the ait 
prior to applicant's invention to include the above limitation. In particular, the motivation 
for modifying the reference or to combine the reference teachings would be to perform a 
click-to-call service as well as downloading an applet. In particular, Sollee cures the 
above-cited deficiency by providing a motivation found at e.g., column 5, line 30-50. 

As to claim 30, Sollee further teaches HTTP which is HTML, see. e.g., column 5, 
lines 46-50. The examiner notes the same motivation above for the parent claim. Sidhu 
further teaches SIP-URLs which is HTML, see e.g., column 13, lines 19-31. 

As to claim 31, Sidhu teaches transmitting SIP messages, see e.g., column 13, 
lines 19-31 where the SIP message is either the SIP INVITE or the SEP register message. 

As to claims 32-33, see similar rejection to claim 29 with respect to a web server 
where the information is contained in the SIP message. 

As to claim 34, Sidhu teaches storing the information in the database which is 
used for future calls, see e.g., column 16, lines 36-39. 

As to claim 35, the local telephony connect server 150a transfers the call to the 
end user (e.g., user B) after performing the lookup in the database, see e.g., column 13, 
lines 1-4. 

As to claim 45, see similar rejection to claim 29 with respect to a web server. 
With respect to stored information, see e.g., the SIP register, SIP invite and SIP ACK 
messages, see e.g., columns 13-14 of Sidhu. 
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As to claims 46 and 47, the local telephony connect server 150a transfers the call 
to the end user (e.g., user B) after performing the lookup in the database, see e.g., column 
13, lines 1-4. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Derrick W. Ferris whose telephone number is (571) 272-3 123. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9 A.M. - 4:30 P.M. E.S.T. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wellington Chin can be reached on (571)272-3 134. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
'system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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